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Reply to Office action of November 25, 2008 



REMARKS 

Claims 2, 8, 1 1-13 are pending in the present application, claims 1, 3-7, 9-10 and 
14 having been canceled. These claims have been canceled without prejudice to Applicants' 
rights to pursue such claims in a continuing application, if Applicants choose to do so, without 
penalty and relying on Sections 120 and 1 19. The Office Action and cited references have been 
considered. 

Applicants would like to thank the examiner and his supervisor, Jill Warden, for 
their very helpful assistance during the personal interview on February 10, 2009. It was agreed 
during the interview that claim 2 would be allowable over the prior art of record if it included the 
limitations of claim 10 and more specific structure of the drop-out stop. In view thereof the 
limitations of claims 10 and 14 have been added to claim 2. Further, detailed structure of the 
drop-out stop including intersecting right-angle members that extend diametrically of the 
cylindrical body, see page 9 of the description, the sentence beginning on line 20 and Fig. 1, 
have been added to the claim. Claim 2 and claims 11-13 dependent thereon should thus be 
allowable. 

Method claim 8 has been amended to include the limitations of previous claim 9. 
It was agreed at the interview that claim 8 as amended would be allowable over the prior art of 
record. 

Applicants note that the Examiner did not consider the references filed with the 
Information Disclosure Statement filed on September 5, 2005, or the RNEASY handbook filed 
with the IDS filed on March 20, 2008. With respect to the handbook, that paper is in the PAIR 
database. Accordingly, the Examiner is requested to consider the document as having been 
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timely filed and indicate same by initialing the attached SB08a form. With respect to the IDS 
filed on September 5, 2005, the references were filed along with the IDS. This is reflected in the 
attached postcard showing receipt of these documents. In addition, PAIR shows an artifact sheet 
dated September 5, 2005, which lists the non-scanned documents as "7 NPL" documents. Thus, 
although it is clear that the PTO timely received the documents, it is also clear that the Examiner 
does not have copies available. Accordingly, to complete the record, Applicant is submitting 
herewith new copies of the references along with a new SB08a form. No fee is believed to be 
required, since the documents were timely received by the PTO. The Examiner is requested to 
consider the documents as having been timely filed and indicate same by initialing the attached 
SBOSaform. 

In view of the above amendment and remarks. Applicants respectfully request 
entry of the proposed amendment and reconsideration and withdrawal of the outstanding 
rejections of record. Applicants submit that the application is in condition for allowance and 
early notice to this effect is most earnestly solicited. 

If the Examiner has any questions, he is invited to contact the undersigned at 202- 

628-5197. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

BROWDY AND NEIMARK, P.L.L.C. 
Attorneys for Applicant(s) 

By /John M. Jillions / 
John M. Jillions 
Registration No. 57,146 

JMJ:me 

Telephone No.: (202) 628-5197 
Facsimile No.: (202) 737-3528 
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